
PLEASE ASSOCIATE WITH DOCKET 96-45 

bandzsoils@wmconnect.com wrote on 2 281 2006 1 :25:20 

U.S. House of Representatives 
2312 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 15-000 1 

Dear Representative Everett, 

I am against the increase, no,make that ~ - - e  total idea of the 
USF fee. A s  I understand it, this fee is to help people who 
can't afford it be able to have a cell phone. HELLO! If you are 
low income, amd can't afford a cell phone, you should not have 
one. I have the most ecconomical plan I can find, and it is used 
only for emergencies, so I find it very distressing to see 
patients who come into the ER where I work, on Medicaid, with 
cell phones and talking non-stop! A cell phone is a 
non-essential item. My hard earned money should not be going so 
that some 20 year old welfare mother can have a phone to chat on 
for endless hours while she sits home figuring out how to get 
even more out of the system. 

Sincerely, 

Beverley Solis 
193 Planters Road 
Wetumpka, Alabama 36092 

FCC General Email Box 
cc: 



Victoria D'Cotledge Victoria.DCotledae@amail.com 

Mor& 4,2004 

K C  chokmon Kevm J M i  

445 12th st sw 
Washington, DC, 20554. 

Re: Fedeml-Stotc J o i a  Boo r d OII U~~WSOI S e r ~ b  GC D& t 96-45 

DearChairmaR Mwtin; 

Asanneonewhoisannzmecl~inawrsed tax= ond wkphuie fees, f oppose your 
plom to &an* the way modes a n  collected forthe Universal Fvnd. 

Y o w p m p o s e d ~ m l h @ ~  - f uRdm-  - ln&d&gyfRRlo 
"pay-for-whut-yw-use* system to o "mcdtly Rot-fee^ w& r e d  in forred phone biR hikes for 
me -- pnd fa m i  of h - v d u n e ,  shatkig Ihe fundinB bvrden 
of the U S  awoy from high rdume vsm -- &e big bus- -- and the weight on low- 
vdume met5 -- studenh. prepoid wireten -, sada &.?ens 4 - IBSaedd ond 
rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge you to nthink your flat-fee piah k is o de-facto tor inaeose of 

mers in* us. 

a~muct, CIS $707 miffion for 43 miffronoflo~-vohnne, h~~~-d&t-  - hthe US- 

A d d i ? h d y ,  i hove passed along my -m to the K C  Wfiq %hem h o w  lhot your 
constituents have mntoctad you to oppose a USF numbus or flcrt-fee plan. Thank you for your 
continued w o k  I bok fonvord to hearing about your position on lhis mot&. 

S i i e l v .  

cc: FCCGenerdEmoilBox 
Senator D i m  Feiiem, US.  Senate 
senotor Barboro Boxer, U S  SaMlte 
Representative Dorrell Isso, US.  llmse of Representatives 



I 

Ruby Hughes 
12999 S. Butler R d . ,  Savannah, New York 13146 

March 06,2006 1 1 :31 AM 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way 
monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund. 

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection 
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system 
would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance 
users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like 
big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, 
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman 
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. 

As a Senior Citizen, someone on a fixed income, I don't think that it is fair to charge me for the 
high volume users. I like the convenience of my phone, but I don't have that many people that I 
call for any length of time. My Daughter lives in Arkansas and that is about the one call that I 
have any length of time on, but I don't do it that often, as I try to save as much of my funds as 
possible. I kind of like to spend money on food, electricity and fuel oil to keep myself warm in 
the North Country. Please find another way to provide for your fund, but don't take money out 
of my mouth and my warm home. 

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your 
constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your 
continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ruby Hughes 

cc: 

FCC General Email Box 



2 ._-. 
Washington, DC 205 10-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, 1 oppose Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the 
way monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund. 

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection 
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee 
system would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, 
long-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the h d i n g  burden of the USF away from high 
volume users -- like big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- 
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural 
consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto 
tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-distance users 
in the U.S. 

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your 
constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for 
your continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Shirley Dorfler 

cc: 

v FCC General Emkl Box 



RECEIVE2 & PJSPECTED 
! 
I 

Carol Adkins 
103 Wild Horse Dnve , Crestvie-, Flonda 32536 

Senator Me1 Martinez 
United States Senate 
3 17 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 10-0001 

Subject- Re Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Martinez: 

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J .  Martin's plans to change the way 
monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund. 

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection 
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system 
would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance 
users in the U.S.  Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like 
big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, 
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman 
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. 

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your 
constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your 
continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

,- 

Sincerely, I?& /&- 
Carol Adkins 

cc: 

FCC General Email Box 



March 03, 2006 07:22 PM 

Senator Bill Nelson 
U.S. Senate 
7 I6 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Nelson: 

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way 
monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund. 

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection 
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system 
would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance 
users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like 
big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, 
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman 
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. 

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your 
constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your 
continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, (&2+( Qd& 
Carol Adkins 

cc 

FCC General Email Box 



1 1 ' {AR 1 5  2CO6 
Carol Adkins Pr. - 
103 Wild Horse Dnve , Cresh.lew. Florida 3 

March 03,2006 07:22 PM 

Representative Jeff Miller 
U S House of Representatives 
324 Cannon House Ofice Bldg 
Washington, DC 2051 5-0001 

Subject Re Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Miller: 

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, 1 oppose Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way 
monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund. 

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection 
methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system 
would result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance 
users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF away from high volume users -- like 
big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, 
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman 
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. 

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your 
constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your 
continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Carol Adkins 

CC . 

FCC General Email Box 


